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REMARKS ; 

This amendment is responsive to the non-final Office Action 1 dated July 12, 2005. 
Claims 1-31 were presented for examination and were rejected. No claims are added or 
canceled. Independent claims 1, 8, 14,. 19 and 24 are amended. No new matter is added. Claims 
1-31 are pending. 

Preliminarily, paragraphs [002(>] and [0037] in the 1 application are amended to correct for 

No new matter is; added 
Claims 1-3 1 are rejected under $5 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being un-patentable over U.S. Patent 
6,853,714 to Liljestrand et al. (hereinaf ;er "Lil") in view df IJ.S. Patent 6,789,1 1 8 to Rao 
(hereinafter <s Rao"). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for the following reasons. 



minor typographical arid clerical errors 



Claim 1, for example, recites: 
A method of handling a 



tall at an application server connected outside a public 



more of services offered by the 
corresponding to tl 
of subscribers; and 
(Emphasis added.) 



Claim 1 clearly calls for an application 
limitations are not shown in principal 



switched telephone network (P$TN) and offering One or more services, the method 



comprising.* receiving information corresponding to said call at the application server 



outside the PSTN, the information including data identifying a subscriber of said one or 



dpplication server; based on the information 
corresponding to the call, selecting a domain policy, the domain policy applying to a set 
of subscribers; and handling thecal! in accordant with the selected domain policy. 



server that is connected outside of a PSTN. These 

:- j \ 

reference Lil or in secondary reference Lao. 



1 The Office Action may contain a number of statements characterizing the cited reference(s) and/or the claims 
which Applicants may not expressly identify herein. Regardless of whether or not any such statement is identified 
herein, Applicants do not automatically subscribe to, or acquiesce in, iany such statement. Further, silence with 
regard to rejection of a dependent claim, when Such claim depends, directly or indirectly, from an independent claim 
which Applicants deem allowable for reasons provided herein, is not acquiescence to such rejection of that 
dependent claim, but is recognition by Applicants that such previously lodged rejection is moot based on remarks 
and/or amendments presented herein relative td that independent elation. 
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Lil is being applied against App 
Action. Lil is an apparatus and 
(title) It provides these services by im 
network exchange within the public 
reads Applicants' receiving step on 
server 180, as follows: 



ilicants' claims forlfhe first time in the instant Office 

-• - 

metho4 for providing enhanced telecommunications services, 
iementing an enhanced services platform on a local 
phone network. (Abstract) The Office Action, page 3, 
colitimn 6, lines 16-21 jin Lil, which refers to its application 



telepb 



subscriber to access at least onej 
services, (Lil, column 6, lines 1 



Fig. 4). The enhanced local exchange 



@)012 



The Softswitch 160 is capable of integrating rind managing a plurality of enhanced 
telecommunications services contained within an ipgiications server 180. In addition, 
the Softswitch 160 is capable ofiising a voice-activated interface 145 to enable a 

of the plurality of Enhanced telecommunications 
&2\) 



•application server, application server 180 is shown only 



Regardless of any reference in Lil to aii 
as being included within, and supported by, the enhanced service platform 100 of Lil (see Fig. 4>. 
That platform is shown as being supported within the enhanced local exchange 130 of Lil (see 



■ : ■ 

30 with enhanced 'services platfoim 100 is shown as 



being included within the traditional Piblic Telephone Network (PTN) 102 of Lil (see Fig. 2). In 

• ;; i 

Lil, column 3, lines 44-53, referring to : Fig. 2, it equates '^aditional public telephone network 
(PTN) 102" with the "Public Switched' Telephone Network (PSTN)." Therefor e. Lil teaches that 
its application server 180 is contained within its PSTN . 2 j 



By contrast, Applicants* amended claim 1 recites, -intbralia,: deceiving information 

* I : l ■ 

corresponding to said call at the application server outside the PSTN, the information including 
data identifying a subscriber of said oris or more of services offered by the application server." 

', '.. i ■ 

(Emphasis added.) Applicants respectfully submit that Lil does not teach or disclose this claim 



2 In prior art Fig. 1 of Lil, traditional service 
there is no detail supplied regarding the inner 
Softswitch combination disclosed in Lil is in ii 
The traditional version cannot be the same as 



fatform 100 is shown joutside of PTN 102, (col. 2, lines 58-60) but 
lonstruction of the traditional service platform. The only server- 
enhanced service platform which is disclosed only within a PSTN, 
ie enhanced version. 
10 
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element. Lil does not teach or disclose|that its application server is outside its PSTN; rather, its 
application server 180 is placed squared within its PSTN |1Q2 (Figs. 2 and 4) as discussed above. 

Secondary reference Rao, previously cited, was previously applied against Applicants' 
claims. Rao discloses a multi-service network switch with policy based routing, (title). 
Although Rao shows a "Softswitch" it $£>es not show an applications server. This was pointed 
out in the remarks of Applicants' previous response filed April 22, 2005, with which the 

i i- - : 

Examiner apparently agrees because Chj S| Examiner is now relying on Lil to show the applications 



server 1 



which was missing from Rao. Accordingly, since kao does not show an applications 



server, it cannot cure the deficiency of 'the applications server in Lil with respect to Applicants' 

jj:. 1 ;•• 

amended claims, resulting from its pla4 ement within the PSTN of Lil. 

Accordingly, the references, Lijt iand/or Rao, taken alone or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest at least: fj; 

• **A method of handling a call al Ian application server connected outside a public switched 
telephone network (PSTN) andbffering one or more> services" as recited in claim 1 
because they do not disclose or^uggest handling £ c£ll at a server outside a PSTN; 

• "receiving information corresponding to said call it the application server outside the 



PSTN, the information includiM data identifying 



a Subscriber of said one or more of 



services offered by the applica|pn server" as recited! in claim 1 because they do not 
disclose or suggest receiving alBiall at an application Iserver outside of a PSTN; 

p I i 

"based on the information corresponding to the calU selecting a domain policy, the 



domain policy applying to a set pf subscribers" as 



policy which may be discussed! in Rao, taken in c<j>nibination with Lil, is not selected on 



the basis of information corres 



11 



rejcited in claim 1 because any domain 



bnding to a call received bv an application server outside 



i 
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of a PSTN ; the call in Lil is received by an application server inside a PSTN, whereby at 



least the "call" in this claim element is not met by 



thfc combination of the references; and 



'handling the call in accordanc 



ilwith the selected 



dofaain policy" as recited in claim 1 



ove. 



because the "call" in this claim 

for reasons given immediately ; 

In accordance with MPEP 2142 
basic criteria must be met. First, there 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally avai 



ement is also not irtet by the combination of references 



to establish a priiia! facie case of obviousness, three 
iimst be some suggestion or motivation, either in the 

.i j 
.i i 

able to one of ordinary skill in the art, 



expectation of success. Finally, the prij ir art reference (or 



disclosure. And, all three of these basil 
facie case of obviousness is not made, 



to modify the reference or to combine ^ference teachings*. Second, there must be a reasonable 



or suggest all the claim limitations. Tl ? teaching or sugg istjion to make the claimed combination 
and the reasonable expectation of succ< [s must both be found in the prior art, not in Applicants* 



In this instance, the prior art reJ e 



claim limitations of claim 1. Therefo: 



f 

claim limitations of claim 1. Indeed, a|| shown above, they do not teach or suggest ANY of the 



"i 



the failure of the 



regard makes moot the other two criteij jt which, therefore 
Accordingly, a prima facie case of obv 



respectfully request that the rejection c 
claim allowed. 



ousness has not be er| 'established. Applicants, therefore, 



claim 1 under 35 



Independent claims 8, 14, 19 ai q 24 have been amended in a manner similar to that of 

! j j; 

claim 1 and are allowable for the same (basons as given a joye with respect to claim 1 . 



12 



j : 



v. 

■I: 
j ; 

:i I 



references when combined) must teach 



V 

criteria must be qie{ - if any one is not met the prima 

j; 

ences when com )ined do not teach or suggest all of the 



combination of the references in this 



shall not be considered at this time. 

•i-." 

1; 



U;$.C § 103(a) be withdrawn and the 



'i . 



t; 

! i 
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fro [ft 



baie 



from 



Claims 2-7 are dependent from 
their dependency from an allowable 

Claims 9-13 are dependent fron{i 
their dependency from an allowable 

Claims 15-18 are dependent 
their dependency from an allowable 

Claims 20-23 are dependent 
their dependency from an allowable 

Claims 25-3 1 are dependent 
their dependency from an allowable 

The claim amendments are 
showing PSTN 1 10, Internet 100, and ; 
within the Internet which, therefore, is 
and 9, each showing direct connection 
connected to an applications server anc 



ba: \h claim. 



baste 



froih 



ba ^5 claim. 



claim 8 and are allowable at least for reasons based on 
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aim 1 and are allowable at least for reasons based on 



Hi 



claim. 

claim 14 and are allowable at least for reasons based on 
claim. 



claim 19 and are allowable at least for reasons based on 

[! 

claim. j 



claim 24 and are allowable at least for reasons based on 

I! 



n 



sup^rted by the application as filed. See at least Fig. I 
acement of application server .104 and Softswitch 106 
side of PSTN licj; Also, see at least Figs. 3, 4, 5, 7, 8 
Softswitch 106 which, in turn, is 



Lts 



fj:om Internet 110 to 
(therefore connected outside of a PSTN 



13 
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In view of the foregoing 
respectfully requested If there are 
telephone conversation with Applicant^: 
of this application, the Examiner is inv: 

It is believed that extensions 
beyond those which may otherwise be 
however, in the event that additional o 
time are hereby petitioned under 37 C 

The Commissioner is hereby 
deficiencies to Deposit Account Numl# 



any jemaining i 



and remarks, reconsideration and allowance are 
issues or if the Examiner believes that a 

i i 

!|! 

i : 

attorney could be helpful in expediting the prosecution 
jed to call the undersigned at (972) 718-4800. 

' !! 

of {Jme or fees for net addition of claims are not required, 
ovided for in documents accompanying this paper; 
ensions of time are iiecessary, then such extensions of 
R.§ 1.136(a). 
ai^iorized to credit anjrj overpayment or charge any 
07-2347. 



Date: October 12, 2005 



Verizon Corporate Services Group Inc 
c/o Christian Andersen 
600 Hidden Ridge, HQE03H14 
Irving, TX 75038 
Tel.: (972) 718-4800 
CUSTOMER NO. 32127 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Joel 

Attorn^ for Applicants 
Registration No. 25, 648 



: B 



Li 
i r 



14 
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